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Sir: 



The rejection of claims 1-8 and 10 is hereby being appealed, 



which are reproduced in the attached Appendix. 
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01 FCS1402 330.00 DA 

1 . Real Party in Interest 

The real party in interest is Koninklijke Philips Electronics 

N. V., the assignee herein. 
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2 . Related Appeals and Interferences 

The Appellant is not aware of any appeals or interferences 
that relate to the present application. 

3. Status of all Claims 

Claims 1-10 are currently pending in the present application. 
Claims 1-10 were submitted in the present application when 
originally filed. In the Office Action dated April 7, 2004, Claims 
1-8 and 10 were finally rejected and thus are currently being 
appealed . 

4. Status of Amendment 

No Amendments were filed subsequent to the Final rejection of 
April 7, 2004. 

5. Summary of the Invention 

The present invention is directed to a method where multiple 
input signals are subjected to a combination process of adaptive 
beamforming and adaptive echo canceling, as described on page 4 of 
the present application and shown in Figure 1. As described on 
pages 5-6, for each of the input signals an individual processing 
history of adaptive echo cancelling data is kept and combined with 
current adaptive beamforming data. 
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The present invention is also directed to an audio processing 
device comprising parallel acoustic paths for providing respective 
input signals, the acoustic paths are connected in series to 
beamformer paths. As can be seen from Figure 1, the device 
inludeses an adaptive beamformer and an adaptive echo canceller, as 
described on page 4. As described on pages 5-6, the adaptive echo 
canceller is provided with storage means for storing in relation to 
every input signal, individual processing histories of adaptive 
echo cancelling data for combination with current adaptive 
beamforming data. 

6. Issues Presented for Review 

The Appellant respectfully requests that the Board of Appeals 
review the final rejection of Claims 1-8 and 10 under 35 USC 102 as 
.being anticipated by Rasmusson et al . 

7 . Grouping of the Claims 

The Appellant respectfully submits that Claims 1-8 and 10 
either stand or fall together. 

8 . Arguments 

Claims 1-8 and 10 stand rejected under 35 USC 102 as being 
anticipated by Rasmusson et al . (U.S. Patent No. 6,549,627). 

In order to make a proper anticipation rejection under 35 
U.S.C. 102, Section 706.02 of The MPEP requires that a reference 
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must teach every aspect of the claimed invention either explicitly 
or impliedly. Further, in order to establish anticipation, it is 
incumbent upon the Examiner to identify in a single prior art 
reference disclosure of each and every element of the claimed 
invention, arranged as in the claim. Lindemann Mascinenfabrik GmbH 
v. American Hoist & Derrick Co., 730 F.2d 1452, 1458, (Fed. Cir. 
1984) . 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that the 
burden of showing that Rasmusson et al. anticipates all of the 
features recited in the claims has not been met. In particular, 
Rasmusson et al. neither explicitly nor impliedly teaches "for each 
of the input signals an individual processing history of adaptive 
echo cancelling data is kept and combined with current adaptive 
beamforming data", as recited in Claim 1. A similar feature is 
also recited in Claims 4 and 10. 

In initially addressing this feature in the above rejection, 
the calibration process disclosed in Rasmusson et al. is being 
relied on. However, in column 3, line 20-27, Rasmusson et al. 
discloses : 

"A target source is activated, thereby 
generating an acoustic signal that is received by 
the microphones. The trained adaptive filters are 
then operated to generate jammer signals. Pseudo 
noise signals may be supplied to the inputs of the 
adaptive filters for this purpose. Respective 
ones of the jammer signals are then combined with 
corresponding signals supplied from the 
microphones, thereby generating combination 
signals . " 
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Based on the above disclosure, it is evident that the jammer 
signals of Rasmusson et al . are not "individual processing history 
of adaptive echo canceling data", as required by the claims. It is 
further evident that the jammer signals of Rasmusson et al . are 
also not combined with "current adaptive beamforming data", as 
further required by the claims. However, despite these points, the 
above rejection was maintained. 

In maintaining this rejection, the FIR adaptive filters of 
Rasmusson et al . were again being relied on. However, in column 5, 
lines 33-35, Rasmusson et al . clearly states that the FIR filters 
413,415 generate jammer signals. In view of this, Rasmusson et al . 
cannot be reasonably interpreted as disclosing "for each of the 
input signals an individual processing history of adaptive echo 
cancelling data is kept and combined with current adaptive 
beamforming data", as required by the claims. Therefore, it is 
respectfully submitted that this feature is not anticipated by 
Rasmusson et al . 

In view of the above -described distinctions, the Appellant 
respectfully submits that the invention of Claims 1-8 and 10 is not 
anticipated by Rasmusson et al . Therefore, the Appellant 
respectfully requests that the final rejections of these claims be 
reconsidered and reversed. 
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